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is, in truth, partly representative. A feeling as pure
feeling is not known; it is only known when it is
distinguished, as to quality or degree, and so classed
or brought under some representation of a kind or
description of feeling, as acute, painful, and so on.
The accurate recognition of an impression of colour
depends, as we have seen, on this process of classing
being correctly performed. Similarly, the recognition
of internal feelings implies the presence of the appro-
priate or corresponding class-representation. Accord-
ingly, if it is possible for a wrong representation to
get substituted for the right one, there seems to be an.
' opening for error.

Any error that would thus arise can, of course,
only be determined as such in relation to some other
act of introspection of the same mind. In matters of
internal perception other minds cannot directly assist
us in correcting error as they can in the case of external
perception, though, as we shall see by-and-by, they
may do so indirectly. The standard of reality di-
rectly applicable to introspective cognition is plainly
what the individual mind recognizes at its best mo-
ments, when the processes of attention and classify-
ing are accurately performed, and the representation
may be regarded with certainty as answering to the
feeling. In other words, in the sphere of internal,
as in that of external experience, the criterion of
reality is the average and perfect, as distinguished
from, the particular variable and imperfect act of
cognition.

We see, then, that error in the process of intro-
spection is at least conceivable. And now let us
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